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PART I. Evaluation of the article
1. Importance of the issue addressed
To what extent is the issue presented scientifically important?
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2. Originality
To what extent is the study original, i.e. not a compilation of already known publications? To what extent does the study contribute something new to the literature on the subject? 
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3. Methodological soundness
To what extent are the research methods properly selected and applied?
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4. Correctness of work structure
To what extent is the structure of the study justified factually and logically? To what extent is it clear and coherent?
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5. Selection and use of literature
To what extent is the literature selected correctly and sufficiently?
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6. Linguistic correctness
To what extent is the study written in precise, professional and correct language?
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PART II. Conclusions and reasons
1. Reviewer's decision: Please choose one of the following decisions.

[image: image31.wmf]The study is suitable for publication as presented 
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[image: image34.wmf]The corrected version of the paper should be sent for reviewer's approval or for re-review (please formulate the disqualifying remarks below and how the text could be improved, if necessary) 

[image: image35.wmf]The study is not suitable for publication (please give reasons for your opinion) 

[image: image36.wmf]The study could be published, but in another journal (please justify your opinion) 

2. Comments and justification
Kindly formulate your comments on the article and justify your assessments. 

3. Comments to the Author (optional)
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